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At the beginning of the period, the cases of which are re- 
ported in this series, the Judges of the Supreme Court 
e - 
were, 


j GEORGE MATHEWS, 


FRANCOIS-XAVIER MARTIN, and 
ALEXANDER PORTER. 


Errennet MazurngAu was Attorney-General. His term of 4 
service expiring on the 13th of December, 1823, 


Jsaac T. Preston was appointed in his stead. 





